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Admiral Mark Norma, 2017. Photo courtesy of policyoptions.irpp.org 
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This piece was written in response to Christopher 
Nardi's 10th of March article in the National Post 
titled 'Canada's way of ltfe tn 'jeopardy' as 
governments fatl to take security tissues 
'sertously': Mark Norman'. 


A quote from the abovementioned article: 


“We are not taking defence and security sertously 
tn thts country and our way of ltfe ts tn jeopardy 
as a result,” Norman satd durtng an opentng 
statement for a panel he was hosting on “gauging 
Chtna’s ambittons, strategy and ability to project 
power in the Indo-Pacific.” 


While there is nothing wrong with Norman's 
statement, the elucidation regarding China's 
ambitions et al after his quote is superfluous. 
Canada is not merely lacking in serious "defence 
and security" in the military sense - rather, 
Canada is failing in almost every possible manner 
that contributes or could contribute to decreased 
national security, and indeed has been since before 
the turn of the millennium. The term "national 
security" tends in Canada to be associated solely 
with military matters, and sometimes with things 
like the RCMP or Cabinet confidentiality. Using 
this old definition leads us to neglect many of the 
aspects of life that influence a national security 
Situation. 


For the purposes of this piece, the noun 
"Framework" will be used to describe the following: 


"Military staff, civilian staff, research and 
development (both public and private), proper 
investment, proper training, proper planning - all 
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of which factor in to maintenance of Canadian 
national security." 
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Chart created by Jordan Lewans on Canva 


MONETARY POLICY 


All of these aspects when combined will fall under 
the umbrella term meta-defense. These include: 


- monetary policy (the failure of which has killed 
many a polity in times gone by, and something 
Justin Trudeau has openly stated he doesn't think 
about ) 


- demographic security ("the grey wave", for 
example) 
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- cultural continuity (currently, it is socially 
impermissible in the Canadian mainstream to discuss 
what might happen to Canada once the ethno-cultural 
orientation of this country becomes "majority 
visible minority" ) 


- the healthcare system (Dr. David Gratzer's 01999 
book Code Blue essentially predicted the collapse 
of Canada's socialised healthcare system that we 
Saw post-02020 - and that doesn't even touch on the 
catastrophic state of mental health in this 
country ) 


- telecommunications networks (remember the Huawei 
feud and last summer's Rogers outage) 


- intellectual property (something that China is 
well-known for stealing in great quantities, both 
in-person and through the Internet) 


—- and more 


Closing the Collapse Gap 


Economies are susceptible to “cascaded failure” 


e Unsolvable problems accumulate over time. 

e Compensation mechanisms are only useful to a point. 

e Any number of events can put the economy into a state of shock. 
e Multiple knock-on effects prevent retum to business as usual. 

e Downward slide takes on a momentum of its own. 


e Political system remains intact but suffers paralysis. 
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Dmitry Orlov, Closing the Collapse Gap, slide 6 


As one Dmitry Orlov put it in The Collapse Gap 
(02006), an essay in which he described why the 
USSR was much better prepared for economic and 
political collapse than the USA is, the "downward 
Slide takes on a momentum of its own". 

Spencer Fernando published an article on 20/4/21 
titled 'Canada Has Lost Our Sense Of Ambitton' .+*3 
Although the article is twenty-three months old and 
Fernando does not cite his assertions, the gist of 
his article still applies - perhaps even more so 
than when he wrote it. We are so caught up in our 
current situation that most of us have failed to 
recognise that the factors within this country that 
allowed us to be, to borrow the title of the Peter 
Newman book, "Sometimes a great nation", are more 
or less gone. Our prime minister may not see it 
when he publicly insists that "Canada is not 
broken". But for the rest of us, our state of mind 
as a nation is in my opinion approximately where 
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the state of mind of a widowed geriatric passing 
her final days in hospice would be - sick and tired 
of being sick and tired, fearful of the end but all 
the same hoping for it to come sooner in the hopes 
of more quickly finding peace. Not exactly a 
positive foundation for our national security 
Framework. 


Still, a political system may survive national 
turmoil - especially if its ruling class is 
shielded from that turmoil afflicting mere hoi 
polloi. Perhaps the Government of Canada will 
Survive the many challenges this country is facing 
(see the author's prediction on LongBets.org’’). 
Ultimately, the Framework will be always subject to 
political will. However, even if the federal 
government remains intact, the decreasing internal 
stability of this country will wreak havoc on 
institutions and individuals working for the 
benefit of the required ingredients of the 
Framework. 


The Canadian political situation, based on 
electoral turnout and opinion polling from the past 
half-dozen federal elections, may be considered a 
rough division of thirds, as follows: 


- 1/3 of Canadians are in the 
conservative/pragmatic camp. Generally rational 
and practical, they value most of Canada's history, 
and want to use the foundations of our country as 
the basis from which to build upward and onward to 
our common future; 


Pierre Poilievre & a Canadian armed forces veteran, Flickr (cache) 
- 1/3 of Canadians are democratic socialists, or 
serve those who are in exchange for reward. They 
tend to be more dogmatic and sometimes exhibit 
manic/phobic responses to their viewpoints being 
challenged. Many in this camp (whether or not they 
will openly admit it, if they are conscious of it 
in themselves) view Justin Trudeau as the 
personification of their desired direction for 
Canada's future. Numerous scandals and ethical 
lapses in his nearly eight-year-old administration 
have not swayed most of them away from continuing 
to support his centralised, post-national, post- 
ethical, WEF-affiliated regime; 
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Cultural Maoist graffiti on a statue of Sir John A. Macdonald, Kingston circa 02015 


(ActiveHistory.ca) 


- 1/3 of Canadians are apolitical. They view our 
liberal democratic system as a sham to some extent 
or another. Some of them are occasional voters, 
but many reject involvement in politics altogether. 
They consider all or almost all politicians to be 
liars, many of them think the real power lies in 
the unelected civil service (not an entirely 
unjustified opinion), and although it would be 
taboo to admit it openly, many of them would really 
not care if some other institution of governance 
replaced our Westminster parliamentary democracy. 
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(The author believes that all three of these 
segments have a significant anti-monarchist sub- 
segment, but that is something of a digression from 
the topic of the national security Framework. ) 


These three segments of Canadian society have 
competing and mostly incompatible visions (or lack 
of vision, in the case of the apolitical segment) 
for Canada, and will not be able to peacefully 
coexist in this country permanently, even one of 
our size. Aside from the regional wars in Central 
America, North America was a global outlier (if one 
excludes Antarctica) in being the only continent 
over the course of the twentieth century to have no 
major wars break out on its soil. A U-boat at the 
bottom of the St. Lawrence river, a hot air balloon 
firebomb from Japan, a Soviet submarine traversing 
our Arctic waters... these are insignificant events 
when compared with the destruction and mass- 
casualty events that occurred elsewhere else in the 
world between the end of the Victorian Era and the 
September 11th attacks. The law of averages will 
eventually come knocking on North America's door, 
dressed in the garb of the grim reaper. 
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United We Roll protester, Ottawa. (Casey Bolton for Capital Current, 02019) 


It is not, however, as though Canada is completely 
without hope. Many Canadians have recognised that 
this country is not in an ideal situation, and that 
doing more of the same is not going to create a 
desirable change. But there comes a point where 
impassioned speeches like that from Vice-Admiral 
Norman, and maybe even the election of a 
disciplinarian reformist such as Pierre Poilievre, 
may not be enough for Canada to salvage the 
Framework. It is akin to Ralph Klein tossing some 
change at the homeless while barking at them to 
"get a job", or telling one's dog to stand up and 
walk on his hind legs like a human being, and 
punishing him when he reverts to quadrupedism. It 
is futile to make demands of a system that has 
withered so far beyond a critical point that it is 
incapable of executing those demands (or was never 
capable of performing them in the first place - 
such as in the example of the domestic dog not 
being physically designed for bipedalism, much as 
he would like to please his master). It is 
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essentially a foreign language - or perhaps, more 
like Wittgenstein's lion ("If a lion could speak, 
we could not understand him"). 


We are demanding self-sufficiency from that which 
is accustomed to subsidy and protection by others. 
Giving neither polite requests nor firm demands 
that are outside one's accustomed paradigm is 
useless. Discussion about things like the CF-18 
replacement, or how to best integrate the Type 26 
frigate into the Royal Canadian Navy, or which 
member of the House of Windsor should be patron of 
which Canadian Forces regiment, are about as 
meaningful as the abovementioned geriatric in 
hospice care worrying about clipping her toenails 
or when to get her next (possibly last) haircut. 


Mark Norman's speech was less of an action plan and 
more of a piteous cry for help. 


So where to from here? 


Although nothing is strictly impossible in the 
philosophical sense, for our intents and purposes 
we ought to start by forfeitting any possibility of 
reviving the Framework from what is likely a 
permanent state of decline. The window of 
opportunity to revive it was between the 3rd of 
May, 02011 and the 1st of August, 02015. Since 
that time, this country has been flayed by an 
ongoing cultural civil war and a global pandemic. 
If questions of national defense planning, 
equipment procurement, and other necessities to 
keep the Framework viable were not solved within 
then, it is unrealistic to expect them to be solved 
now. Why would a government bother itself with 
such notions like national defense when its leader 
has arbitrarily declared the country to be a "post- 
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national state"? Why would any reasonable young 
Canadian volunteer for a combat role in a military 
whose chief purpose is to preemptively invade other 
countries as part of a multinational force with 
indefinite mission timelines and unclear goals, 
only to see the entire effort go to pot a few days 
after the mission ends? How many young men will 
want to wear the uniform of the Canadian armed 
forces when they have been indoctrinated to hate 
"toxic masculinity" and "the patriarchy"? 


Fortunately, there may be a made-in-Alberta 
solution to a pan-Canadian Framework. That is, we 
recognise that heeding the central powers' calls 
for us to meet them halfway are not in our best 
interests when they do not come halfway to us 
first. We save the furniture by recognising that 
cooperation with the Ottawa government and the 
ridings who support it is a lost cause, and by 
redirecting our efforts to the meta-defense of 
Alberta. National security is not solely a federal 
concern: Alberta, being a separate but equal 
partner in Confederation, is not out of line to 
address security concerns of its own. Most of 
those concerns involve edicts wrought by the 
government outside of Alberta in which our 
influence and representation is limited, our 
concerns unvalued, and our protests ignored - 
edicts which involve phasing out Alberta's chief 
industries in order to meet an arbitrary 
international goal. 


We may consider that before 02050, Canada faces 
many the potential for catastrophes, such as: 


- the Canadian dollar hyperinflating itself to 
death, creating a major domestic economic and 
humanitarian crisis 


13 


- irrefutable proof emerges of infiltration of 
Canadian governments by PRC interests, leading to 
unrest and mass public distrust of official 
authorities 


- the healthcare system in one or more provinces 
ceasing to properly function due to bureaucratic 
stalemate, leading to a need for a United Nations 
aid mission 


- gang warfare, drug overdoses, and cultural 
collapse leaves the Greater Toronto and/or Greater 
Vancouver regions ungovernable, leading to a mass 
exodus of their residents and potentially provoking 
a United Nations peacekeeping mission and 
installing of an emergency provisional government 


It is in Alberta's best interests to withdraw from 
the system that would entangle us in trying to 
solve problems such as these before catastrophe 
arrives. To put it another way, an ounce of 
prevention is worth a pound of cure. 

Given that Alberta only contributes a small 
minority of the seats in the federal House of 
Commons, and that Alberta's "the West wants in" 
Campaign for greater influence in Confederation has 
proven futile, reason would say that we do a 
disservice to ourselves by continuing to 
participate in this abusive family structure. It 
may be preferable to pursue as velvetty a Velvet 
Divorce as possible. We work to build an Alberta 
that is properly shielded from the grand quixotic 
visions of economic and social reengineering 
eminating from Ottawa and Davos, and cooperate with 
other dissident jurisdictions on this continent in 
a network of political citadels. 


As we might infer from the situations in Africa and 
Central America in the 01980s and 01990s, the 
presence of military forces alone does not create 
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strong national security. Direct democracy, 
responsible private firearm ownership, secure 
national borders, strong penalties for the sale and 
trafficking of controlled narcotics, a tame 
bureaucracy, taxpayer protection legislation, anda 
warm business environment provide for the Framework 
what the armed forces and the multinational 
military-industrial complex cannot. 
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